freedom’s facts 


AGAINST COMMUNISM 


A PUBLICATION OF THE ALL-AMERICAN CONFERENCE TO COMBAT COMMUNISM 
917 15TH STREET, N.W. WASHINGTON 5, D.C. 


. 6, No. | January, 1958 


SUMMIT TALKS AGAIN 


To talk or not to talk with Communist leaders at a new summit conference has become a 
major question in Washington, London, Paris and Bonn. Following the well-proven theory that 
public opinion affects major state decisions, Communist propagandists have been busy trying to 
generate public opinion in favor of the meeting. 


Since the U.S. has a dominant voice in the free world, we in the United States have been a 
special target for pro-summit meeting propaganda. Both Soviet Party Boss Nikita Khrushchev—the 
world's self-proclaimed champion Communist propagandist—and Soviet Premier Nikolai Bulganin 
have directed one appeal after another to persuade Americans to support a new summit conference. 


For those who do not read behind the headlines, the idea of a new top-level conference to 
solve our differences with Moscow is attractive. Some naively believe that little harm can come 
from merely talking with the Communists and that it might do some good. Since our opinions and 
those of our neighbors can have a deciding effect on whether or not new summit talks are held, 
let's look behind the headlines. Let's see what Khrushchev really has in mind, 


Khrushchev's Real Aims 


The following quotations are from a Soviet TASS report of a November 14 interview between 
Nikita Khrushchev and Harry Shapiro, Chief United Press correspondent in Moscow. Commenting 
on the need for a summit meeting, Communist Party Boss Khrushchev told Mr. Shapiro: "We believe 
that there is no other way out; a meeting must be held. The more this meeting is resisted and 
opposed—and the meeting we suggest is not merely for tea drinking andpleasant chitchat—the worse 
it will be for peace. To hold such a meeting would mean to achieve agreement, proceeding from 
actual situation. And the only way to achieve agreement is to recognize the actual balance of 


forces, that is to recognize the existence of socialist and capitalist countries and not to interfere 
in each other's internal affairs." 


This statement deserves comment. From November 14 to 16, Khrushchev headed a conference 
in Moscow attended by Red leaders from all the satellite countries. The sole purpose of the meet- 
ing was to step up the Communist Party's "conquest of power" in all free countries. (See Freedom's 
Facts, December 1957.) In the Communists’ twisted logic, the Soviet Government is ready to 
make a pledge of non-interference in the internal affairs of the U.S. The Communist Party, how- 
ever, is another matter. The Party is international in scope. Its affiliate or branch parties are 
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composed of citizens of the country in question. Their subversive “conquest of power" from 
within is not the interference of one government in the affairs of another. Were the U.S. to 
agree to a "non-interference" pledge, the United States and other summit participants would 
halt propaganda going to people behind the Iron Curtain and discourage the work of anti- 
Communist organizations. On the other hand, the Communists! parties—directed from Moscow— 
would continue to expand their internal attempts to conquer every country in the free world, 
including the United States. This is a typical Communist one-way deal. 





Reds Reject U.S. Aims 


Khrushchev's interview continued: "The socialist countries stand like granite. We reject 
any and all political conditions such as a solution of the German question on Western terms or 
a discussion, as Mr. Dulles puts it, on the question of Eastern Europe. No such question exists. 
Countries with their own social systems exist and the relations between them, all of them, should 
be based on the five principles of peaceful co-existence, which were well formulated*by China 
and India and developed at the Bandung Conference. Unless this is recognized, a meeting would 
be pointless, for it would be futile to haggle. Nothing would come of it." (Underlining 
added. Ed.) 


One point sticks out of this quotation as a condition for a meeting: Khrushchev wants the 
United States to recognize Communist rule over the East European countries as legal and per- 
manent. He thus insists on the status quo for the Communist Empire's present holdings while 
aiming to increase Red power by Communist revolution against countries in the free world. 


There is another side to this point. Khrushchev is more than a little worried about the trend 
toward greater independence in the East European countries. The Hungarian revolution is not 
forgotten in Moscow. The independent line being promoted in Poland threatens to spread, As 
long as the United States and other Western powers assert that the Communist governments of 
the East European satellites, of Red China, of the Baltic countries, of the Ukraine, of other 
internal Soviet satellites, and of the Soviet Union itself are not the true expression of the will 
of the people, then these people will have hope of a better day ahead. But U.S. recognition 
of the legality of the present Communist Empire in summit talks would destroy this hope and 
seriously weaken the independence movement. 


Summary—All For Moscow 


Moscow's drive for a new summit meeting can be summed up this way: Khrushchev is now 
mounting an all-out attack against the West via internal subversion, propaganda, foreign 
trade, espionage. He wants to strengthen his own base of operations—the Communist Empire— 
so that full efforts can be put into this "peaceful" offensive against us. 


What easier way than to get the United States to agree to a summit conference on peace, 
the key point of which is U.S. approval of Communist rule of one-third of the world? Is 


there no harm in such a summit conference? We can lose freedom by talking too much to the 


wrong people, as we can by talking too little to the right people. A new summit conference 
under present Communist-dictated conditions might be a= 





U.S. WORLD TRADE IN PERIL 


More than four and one-half million American families gain their living from U.S. foreign — 
trade. The list of our products sold abroad is impressive: cotton, wheat, automobiles, trucks, 
iron and steel, electrical products, rubber products, chemicals, and many more. 


Communists are now threatening the livelihoods of these four and one-half million American 
families. For they have mounted a campaign to undersell U.S. and other Western businessmen in 
critical foreign markets. A major objective is to reduce U.S. exports and upset the entire 
American economy. 


Already Communist super-salesmen are peddling chemical fertilizers to Japan at well below 
the international price. In Latin America, where U.S. trade has taken a sudden percentage drop, 
Red merchants are making deals to exchange Soviet oil, Czechoslovakian machinery and Red 
Chinese silks for Latin America's wheat, sugar, copper, cotton and wool. In the strategic oil 
area of the Middle East, the Reds have been selling goods to Egypt and Syria at ten cents on 
the dollar. 


According to Moscow plans, this is only the beginning. Over the past few years, Commu- 
nist merchants have lost big opportunities to beat U.S. business out of foreign markets only be- 
cause Soviet industry could not produce the needed goods. Now, Soviet industry is being 
"souped up" to produce more consumer as well as capital goods. Experts in some industry fields 
believe that in three to five years Communists will be able to undersell us in any foreign markets 
they choose. In fifteen years they may be able to dominate all world trade. 


Trade As a Means Of Conquest 


Since the time of Lenin, Red leaders have figured their best chance to conquer Western 
Europe and the U.S. is by cutting off their foreign markets, thus creating unemployment and 
economic collapse in the capitalist world. The current Soviet trade offensive is aimed—as 
Former Soviet Premier Georgi Malenkov said in March 1953—to lead "to the progressive 
contraction of the capitalist market." 


When Moscow Reds began to talk about a world trade offensive back in 1951, Western 
businessmen scoffed. The Communists will never be able to do it, they said. The Reds cannot 
deliver the goods. Today, Western businessmen and Western governments are faced with a 
grim reality, Communists are not only starting to force Western businessmen out of foreign 


markets, they are also tying critical countries such as Syria and Egypt closer to Moscow through 
complicated trade deals. 


How the Communists use trade as a means of conquest can be seen in the example of Egypt: 
In September, 1954, President Gamal Abdel Nasser declared: “Egypt today stands in every 


respect with the West." Egyptians then were equal to the Iraqis in their anti-Communist 
activities. 


The Communist trade offensive against Egypt began early in 1954. Actually, in February, 
1954, the Soviets opened negotiations with Egypt for a big program of Soviet-backed industrial 
and agricultural projects designed to bolster Egypt's economy. Toward the end of 1954, East 
Germans staged a mammoth trade fair in Cairo at a reported cost of $5,000,000. Early in 1955, 
Red super-salesmen from Poland, Czechoslovakia and Hungary descended on Cairo selling con- 
sumer and capital goods in competition with the then-dominant West. Behind the scenes, 
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Communists had made deals to deliver some $100, 000,000 worth of military arms to Egypt. When 
the West withdrew support for Egypt's Aswan Dam in 1956 and President Nasser seized the Suez 

_Ggnal, Communist leaders supported Egypt against the West and sought more trade deals. By 
August, 1956, Nasser had mortgaged eighty-five per cent of Egypt's exports to Communist 
countries. 


Offensive Changes Egypt's Political Policies 


As Red leaders had figured, Egypt's political viewpoints followed her growing economic 
dependence on Moscow. During 1957, Egyptian propagandists supported the Soviet foreign pol- 
icy. They said: "The alleged Communist menace is imaginary," and urged Iraqis and Jordani- 
ans to overthrow their "reactionary, anti-Communist" governments. More recently, Egyptian 
military and economic officials have gone to Moscow for help and guidance. On December 3, 
Cairo Radio reported that Egyptian “projects which will be studied in Moscow will be the five- 
year plan which consists of projects regarding factories, oil and mineral industries, and 
technical training institutions." The end result: from alliance with the West to virtual alliance 
with Moscow in three years. 


Red Traders Active In Many Countries 


The Red trade offensive is not limited to Egypt or even to the Middle East. Economically 
insignificant trade deals have been made with such countries as Argentina as an excuse to get 
Communist agents into the country under the guise of a trade mission. Deals to buy exports 
from small lands such as Iceland have been made to influence political decisions against the 
West. Full-scale offensives, such as that in Egypt, have been launched in Syria and Indonesia 
with the open aim of denying these market areas to Western business. 


Behind this trade offensive is the Communist theory of conquest by peaceful means. In 
1920, Lenin'said: "First, we will take Eastern Europe, then the masses of Asia. Then, we will 
encircle the United States, which will be the last bastion of capitalism." Joseph Stalin, in 
1923, urged fellow Reds to “enflame the deep rear of capitalism—the eastern colonial and 
semi-colonial countries, revolutionize them and thus hasten the fall of imperialism." 


To Communists, all trade is subservient to political objectives. Goods are weapons. fhe 
Reds seek imports; they offer exports to achieve an economic advantage over the United States 
and, ultimately, to wreck the American economy. 


A little-known report by Robert S. Byfield and W. W. Cumberland, New York Stock 
Exchange representatives, pointed this out in 1953. After studying Red trade plans, these two 
observers concluded that the aim of the offensive is to cut the United States off from raw materials 
and strategic items abroad, destroy markets for U.S.-manufactured goods, cause Americans to 
lose control of assets abroad through propaganda for nationalization, and stop the flow of U.S. 
capital abroad. 


This is "peaceful" economic competition to the death. 


RED AFRO-ASIAN MOVES COSTLY TO U.S. 
3 Pe Sees 
"What Communists do in Asia or Africa doesn't mean anything to me." Americans who... « -++9 
express this thought should take another look at their income tax returns, Nearly sixty per cent 
of the income tax money we send to the Federal Government goes for military and related 
defense and foreign aid expenses. 


Most of this money—not all, but the vast majority of it—is spent to protect the United States 
from the effects of Communist aggression. Bluntly stated, none of us can afford to live as well 
as we would like because of Communist successes abroad. Every Communist success from Sputnik 
to Syria can be expected to cost each one of us more. 


Over the past months, the Communists have been cooking up a harmless-sounding conference 
which might well cost Americans billions of dollars during the next few years. Late last month, 
some three hundred delegates from forty African and Asian countries held an “African and Asian 
People's Conference" in Cairo, Egypt. 


Core delegates to the meeting were members of the Asian~African Solidarity Committee formed 
in India just prior to the Afro-Asian Conference in Bandung, Indonesia, in 1955. According to 
Radio Moscow (November 9), their main purpose was going to be to set up five committees "to 
handle political, economic, cultural, social, and organizational matters" in a campaign to 


weld Afro-Asian solidarity. 


Working For Communism 


This is a working group, as the Soviet news agency TASS disclosed (October 31), dedicated 
to the slogans, “Long live Asian-African cooperation," "Down with imperialism and its aggressive 
plans," "Down with the Eisenhower Doctrine and Baghdad Pact." 





Americans should note that even more is involved. The Soviet Party newspaper Pravda 
printed an article on October 30 by D. N. Aidit, General Secretary of the Communist Party of 


Indonesia. Aidit lauded the Soviet Reds on their Fortieth Anniversary of the October, 1917, 
Revolution and declared: 


"The victories of Asian nations in defeating their enemies cannot be separated from the very 
heavy blow delivered by the Russian proletariat with the help of the Russian peasants in the 
Great October Socialist Revolution. Under the influence of the October Revolution, the national 
liberation struggle of colonized peoples spread with extraordinary speed." 


Representatives of the Soviet Union and Red China were active at the conference, urging 


more agitation against the West on one hand and greater political progress of Communist-led 
groups on the other, 


Agitation in Africa 


Agitation already is being stepped up in Africa. Here is a sample taken from a November 
1 broadcast of the "Voice of Free Africa": "I promise you, my brothers of East and Central 


Africa, that | shall never rest or go to sleep. | shall continue to wage war, in the same way as 
you are doing, on these white colonialist pigs." 
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Back in Moscow, you can be sure top Red strategists have memorized Lenin's great strategic 
see =pronguncement in Better Fewer, But Better, published in 1923: "In the last analysis, the outcome 
eevee, ,of the uggle will be determined by the fact that Russia, India, and China, etc., constitute the 
“overwhelming majority of the population of the globe, And it is precisely this majority of the 
population that, during the past few years, has been drawn into the struggle for its emancipation 
with extraordinary rapidity, so that in this respect there cannot be the slightest shadow of a doubt 
what the final outcome of the world struggle will be. In this sense, the final victory of socialism 
is fully and absolutely assured." 





The cost in money and in freedom of this new Red drive into Africa is likely to be too enormous 
even to calculate. Not only are the Reds seeking control of valuable uranium deposits and even 
more valuable markets, but they are also deliberately tipping the scales of world power against 
the West. When the population of the Communist Empire tops that of nations in the West, the 
Reds will really put on pressure for a final all-out victory. Our margin of safety is narrowing 
more rapidly than we think. 


WHO GUIDES U.S. COMMUNISTS? — WHY, MOSCOW, OF COURSE 


U.S. Communists are starting out the year 1958 on record in their loyalty to Moscow. We 
can expect slight deviations to meet special American conditions; but, in the main, Moscow has 
no need to worry about any “revolt against Moscow" on the part of U.S. Reds. 


This is the word of William Z. Foster, now the grand old man of the U.S. Communist move- 
ment. To make his pledge of loyalty more binding, he wrote it in an article published in the 
Soviet Communist Party's top Party journal, Kommunist. Foster stated: “The Communist Party 
of the USA is basically penetrated by the true spirit of proletarian internationalism and main- 
tains and will maintain good relations and cooperation with all forces of world socialism." 


In Communist talk, the term "proletarian intemationalism" is a term which means accepting 
Soviet leadership and following all Soviet Communist Party directives. Actually, some U.S. 
Reds have shown an interest in a more independent road to socialism in the United States, 
reserving the right to criticize even the Soviet Communist Party. Foster stated that this group 
of “rightists" was guilty of many heresies. Endorsement of Foster's views by the Soviet Party's 
top theoreticians further indicates that the "rightists" will either be forced to recant or will 
be kicked out of the U.S. Party as earlier rebels against Moscow rule were. 


What Loyalty To Moscow Means 


For U.S. Reds, loyalty to Moscow today means full participation in Soviet Party Boss Nikita 
Khrushchev's policy of peaceful conquest of power from within. 


In outline, this policy calls for undermining strong anti-Communist groups; cooperating with 
non-Communist Socialists on all anti-capitalist issues; uniting labor, farmers and urban middle 
strata against big business; securing footholds in Congress; and, ultimately, gaining a majority 
so that the nation can be turned over to a dictatorship of the proletariat without the firing of a 
shot. 


This is the program which was outlined November 16, 1957, for all Communist parties 
throughout the world to follow. Surprising to those who think that Communists are inconsistent, 
this program is almost identical to the one the U.S. Reds adopted in April, 1954. (See 
Freedom's Facts, June, 1954). 
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What the November 16 declaration in Moscow meant was not a change in basic strategy for 
conquest of power from within. Rather, it was a call to arms—an order for Reds everywhergeto ~ 
step up efforts to subvert their own governments and set up Soviet style proletarian dered tbtoe, se 


This is the program to which U.S. Party leader William Z. Foster has pledged U.S. Com- 
munists. Under it, U.S. Communists continue to be the enemies of every freedom-loving man, 
woman and child in America, 


RED ROUND-UP, 1957 


Soviet Communist Party Boss Nikita Khrushchev can look back on 1957 as one of his finest 
years. As "Chairman of the Board" of the Communist International, he can tote up many more 
profits than losses. 


On the profit side are: 

1) Opening of a new world-wide campaign to conquer capitalist countries from within. 
This included strengthening central control over branch Party operations in some ninety foreign 
countries. 

2) Local successes in winning open support of two key countries—Syria and Egypt—in the 
oil-rich Middle East. This eventually may lead to Red control of oil shipments to Western 
Europe and to further penetration of Communist influence into Africa. 

3) The almost complete disruption of the Indonesian economy, which hurts the capitalist 
world more than it hurts the Communist bloc. 

4) A major triumph over the United States in sending man's first earth satellite into outer 
space, thus extending Moscow's conquest of the world to include Communist conquest of space. 
5) An expansion in Communist trade deals which will lead to contraction of Western 

exports followed by eventual economic collapse in Western Europe and the United States. 


On the personal profit side, Khrushchev can chalk up victories over a raft of rivals for 
power in the Communist organization. Former Party Secretary and Premier, Georgi Malenkov; 
Former Foreign Minister, V. M. Molotov; Former economic tsar, Lazar Kaganovich; Former 
Pravda Editor and Foreign Minister, Dimitri Shepilov; and Former Army Hero and Minister of 
Defense, Georgi Zhukov—all banished from power and shipped off to remote interior areas of 
the Soviet wastelands, 


There Are Debits, Too 


This seems enough to make any man happy. But as Khrushchev looks out over the one- 
third of the world he controls and the other two-thirds he expects to conquer, there are a few 
dark clouds; for on the debit side of the ledger, he sees: 

1) Asslight trend toward more individual freedom and a demand for the protection of human 
rights in the Communist Empire. This is more pronounced in Poland than in the Soviet Union, but 
it is a trend to watch. Individual freedom is a threat to dictatorship of an individual or of a 
small group. 

2) Beating the United States in the conquest of space is arousing the American people to be- 
come more concerned about Communist successes in science, in politics. in foreign trade, in 
propaganda. An aroused enemy is a much greater threat than a sleeping one. 

3) Capitalism is making surprising progress in India by producing more needed goods more 
quickly and efficiently than socialist methods. Loss of still neutral India to the West would 
upset all current strategy for conquest first of Asia and Africa, then of the world, 
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4) Communist successes in Indonesia are causing a reaction which might end in an anti- 
Communist government as Communist agitation did in Germany in the 1930's. 

5)*In the past year, there has been a sharp drop in Party membership in many countries. 
This is true, also, in East European satellites, where few young people are entering Party ranks. 
Unless this trend can be halted or reversed, many parties face ultimate extinction. 


Again, there are debits on the personal score pad: 

1) The ousting of five long-time Communist leaders may not be resented by the politically- 
apathetic Soviet public, but these men had friends in the Party. As long as they exist, there is 
the chance a major blunder will open the way for their return to power. One of the five, 
Dimitri Shepilov, already has turned up with a job in Moscow. What.plans must the others be 
working on? 

2) Even within the present top organization, possible new rivals for power are coming up. 
A likely candidate is Mikhail Suslov who is fifty-five years old, compared with Khrushchev's 
sixty-three. Suslov, who has been a propagandist (he was once editor of Pravda), an industrial 
administrator, and a top Party organizer, has slightly wider experience than Khrushchev. He is 
also a more rigid Leninist. Khrushchev rose to top power by defeating all the new forces which 
arose after Stalin's death—Malenkov and the new generation of industrialists, Beria backed by a 
bid of an independent police for power, and Zhukov as the voice of an Army seeking greater 
independence of the Party. If an occasion for a new split comes, the man who hews closest to 
the Marxist-Leninist-Stalinist line has the best chance of winning. Khrushchev must realize 
that man could be Suslov. 


Concern over possible rivals for power in Moscow, the slowly rising trend toward more in- 
dividual freedom for people in the Communist Empire, and the expanding activities of the giant 
across the ocean—the United States—must cause Khrushchev private worries as he sits alone with 
his vodka bottle and his dreams of a peasant become dictator to fulfill Lenin's plan to rule the world. 


COMMUNISTS NEVER REALLY CHANGE 


When we read of great changes in Communist policies, we sometimes get the idea that the 
grand strategy of the Communists depends upon who happens to be running the show. However, 
while there are changes in emphasis, the grand strategy under Lenin, Stalin, Malenkov, and now 
Khrushchev has remained the same—conquest of the world, 


The Soviet Communist newspaper Pravda, underscored this point on December 16, Under the 
heading, "The Victorious Ideas of the October Revolution," the Party newspaper stated: "In his 
article entitled 'Look For Quality Rather Than Quantity,* Lenin wrote that in the final reckoning 
the outcome of the struggle depends upon the fact that Russia, India, China and similar countries 
make up a gigantic majority. It is this majority which has, in recent years, been drawn into the 
struggle for its liberation with exceptional speed. Hence, there can be no doubt about the out- 
come of the world struggle. In this sense, the final victory of socialism is a complete certainty." 





From Lenin to Khrushchev, the grand strategy has been the same. How can free men come 
to a worthwhile agreement with people who are devoted to the destruction of freedom? 


"FREEDOM'S FACTS AGAINST COMMUNISM" available for $3.00-per year. 


Rates for bulk orders available upon request. Please note organizational 
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Permission to quote all or any part of Freedom's Facts is granted 
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